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The  rapid  increase  in  the  number  of  families 
needing  relief  has  caused  a mounting  expenditure 
by  public  and  private  relief  agencies  for  relief 
grants  and  also  for  salaries  and  other  costs  of 
administration. 

According  to  reports  forwarded  to  the  United 
States  Children's  Bureau  from  agencies  cooperating 
in  its  social-registration  project,  administrative 
costs  are  tending  to  rise  less  rapidly  than  relief 
grants,  and  both  public  and  private  agencies  are 
using  a larger  proportion  of  their  funds  for  re- 
lief and  less  for  administration. 


Public  Agencies 

Detailed  anmial  reports  on  receipts  and  ex- 
penditures during  1930  1931  have  been  received 
from  23  public  departments  administering  relief 
other  than  mothers'  aid  in  & widely  separated  met- 
ropolitan areas.  (See  Table  1.) 

These  agencies  expended  $2,4l4-,3SS  for  relief 
in  1930  and  15,555,999  In  1931.  an  increase  of  I30 
per  cent.  The  cost  of  administration  was  $269,61^ 
in  1930  and  $451,570  in  1931,  an  increase  of  67 
per  cent, or  about  one-half  as  much  as  the  increase 
in  relief  grants. 


Table  1.— Amounts  expended  for  public  relief  (exclusive  of  mothers'  aid)  and  its  administration  by 
23  public  departments  in  g metropolitan  areas  during  1930  and  1931,  and  percentage  change 


Metropolitan  area  and 

Humber 

of 

agencies 

Amounts 

expended 

Per  cent  of 
increase  (+) 
or  decrease  (-) 

type  of  expenditure 

1930 

1931 

Total  - g areas 
Relief 

Administration 

23 

t2.6g4.OO2 
2 4l4  3gg 
269,614 

5.555,999 

451,570 

+130.I 

+67.5 

Buffalo,  N.  Y.  1/ 

7 

l,70g.05g 

4.146.174 

+142.7 

Relief 

Administration 

li  529,3^-2 
178,7X6 

3,^30; 6$^ 
315,516 

+150.5 

+76.5 

Cleveland,  Ohio 
Relief 

Administration 

2 

177.881 

8,939 

431.842 

423 , 2S6 
8,556 

+142.8 

+150.6 

-4.3 

Dayton,  Ohio  2/ 
Relief 

Administration 

2 

51,236 

631.717 

$58;ggl 

72,836 

+60.4 

Turn 

+42.2 

Duluth,  Minn. 

1 

112.012 

296.085 

+164.3 

Relief 

Administration 

99,^5 

12,437 

284,0^5 

12,000 

+185.3 

-3.5 

Louisville,  Ky. 
Relief 

Administration 

2 

63^ 

587427 

5.133 

197.568 

176,273 

21,295 

+210.8 

+20i!7 

4314.9 

Omaha,  Nebr. 
Relief 

Administration 

2 

67,669 

72.205 

+6.7 

62,138 

5,531 

64;  495 
7,710 

+39.4 

The  Oranges,  K.  J. 
Relief 

Adminl stratlon 

5 

130.970 
12$, log 
5.862 

182.083 

I7'ot345 

11,543 

439.0 

+36.3 

+96.9 

Sioux  City,  Iowa 
Relief 

Administration 

2 

30.022 

28,262 

1,760 

2,114 

■f  66«  S 

+59TT 

+20.1 

1/  1931  expenditures  include  special  allowanoes  for  old  age  relief  beginning  January  1,  I93I. 
y One  agency  joint  public  and  private. 


Table  2. — Amounts  expended  for  mothers'  aid  and  Its  administration  by  g public  departments 
in  g metropolitan  areas  during  I930  and  1931,  emd  percentsige  change 


Metropolitan  area  and 

Number 

of 

agencies 

Amounts 

expended 

Per  cent  of 
increase  (+) 
or  decrease  (-) 

type  of  expenditure 

1930 

1931 

Total  - g areas 
Relief 

g 

$1.22g.ll5 

l,129,6g0 

+10.6 

+10.2 

Administration 

98.435 

113.417 

+15.2 

Buffalo,  H.  Y. 

1 

3.54, 3p 

395,649 

+11.7 

Relief 

320,044 

361,980 

+13.1 

Administration 

34,269 

33,669 

-1.8 

Cleveland,  Ohio 

1 

mi 

593 . 221 

+11.4 

Relief 

545,262 

■"+9.6 

Administration 

34,914 

47,959 

+37.4 

Dayton,  Ohio 

1 

69 . 4g6 

6g.g9S 

-0.8 

Relief 

64,761 

65!^ 

+0,5 

Administration 

4,725 

3,814 

-19.3 

Lancaster,  Pa. 

1 

16,057 

20, Ig? 

+25.7 

Relief 

14; 758 

+24.6 

Administration 

1.299 

l,g01 

+38.6 

Louisville,  Ey. 

1 

72.523 

+4.1 

Relief 

60 , 262 

+57J 

Admlnl stratlon 

12,261 

11,439 

1 

o^ 

-vj' 

Omaha,  Nebr. 

1 

78,762 

85.445 

+8.5 

Relief 

741572 

80,505 

Tito 

Administration 

4,190 

4,940 

+17.9 

Bioux  City,  Iowa 

1 

32,991 

30.752 

-6.8 

Relief 

31,731 

29,139 

=175 

Administration 

1,260 

1,613 

+28.0 

Wilkes-Barre,  Pa. 

1 

71.407 

gg.222 

+23.5 

Relief 

65,890 

go, 040 

+21.5 

Admlni stration 

5,517 

g,lg2 

+48.3 

The  monthly  figures  presented  in  the  bureau' s 
Monthly  Relief  Bulletin  indicate  that  relief  grants 
in  the  form  of  special  allowances  have  expanded 
but  slightly  in  comparison  with  other  types  of  re- 
lief. The  annual  figures  for  g public  departments 
administering  mothers'  aid  in  g metropolitan  areas 
show  that  administrative  costs  for  this  service 
increased  between  1930  and  1931  s-'t  approximately 
the  same  rate  as  the  expenditure  for  relief  grants. 
(See  Table  2.)  In  I93I,  $1,21)4,454  was  used  for 

relief  in  comparison  with  $l,129,6g0  in  1930,  an 
increase  of  10  per  cent.  The  1931  expenditure  of 
$113,417  for  administration  was  I5  per  cent  more 
than  the  1930  expenditure  of  $92,435- 
Private  Agencies 

Administrative  costs  of  nonsectarian  and  seo- 
tariein  family  societies  customarily  cover  many 
services  not  directly  related  to  the  giving  of  re- 
lief. In  1930  a group  of  4g  such  agencies  in  20 
metropolitan  areas  administered  relief  grants  from 
public  and  private  funds  amounting  to  $2,073,304. 
(See  Table  J.)  In  1931  llie  same  agencies  adminis- 
tered relief  totaling  $4,435. 671-  Expenditures 


for  salaries  and  the  other  administrative  costs  of 
these  agencies  amounted  to  $l,ll6,S67  in  1930  and 
$1,4o4,24o  in  1931-  Tlie  increase  in  relief  grants 
was  approximately  ll4  per  cent  and  in  administra^ 
tive  costs,  26  per  cent. 

Percentages  for  Relief 
and  for  Administration 

The  varying  rates  of  increase  in  administra- 
tive and  relief  costs  caused  certain  noticeable 
changes  in  the  percentages  expended  for  these  pur- 
poses by  different  types  of  agencies  in  1930  and 
in  1931-  (See  accompanying  chart.) 

General  public  departments  spent  90  per  cent 
of  their  total  budget  for  relief  in  1930  and  92.5 
per  cent  in  1931.  Mothers'  aid  departments  spent 
approximately  92  per  cent  in  both  years.  Family- 
welfare  agencies  increased  their  percentage  for 
relief  from  65  per  cent  in  1930  to  J6  per  cent  in 

1931. 

City  Variations 

While  the  general  trend  was  along*  similar 
lines,  there  was  a wide  variation  in  the  amount  of 
change  reported  in  1931  for  ttie  relief  and  adminis- 


U.  S. department  oPLabor 
Childrenb  bureau 


Percentage  'Received  from  PubI  ic  Funds  and  from 
Private  Funds  for  Relief  and  its  Administration 
in  Four  Metropolitan  Areas  during  1930 and  1931 

Per  cervfc 

Buffalo,  N.Y  9 g.o  . ^ 6° so 

Public  funda 

1930  84.3 

1931  88,7 
Pnvatefuruja 

1930  15.7 

1931  11.3  YXX/A 


Louiaville,  \<^- 
PublicTun,d5 

1930  49.0 

1931  G3.5 


Private  Punds 

1930  51.0  Y///////////.///////yA 

1931  36.5  Y//////////7777}. 


Dayton,  Ohio 


Public  funds 

1930  36.3 

1931  T0.3 
Pnvatefunda 

1930  ibS.e 

1931  29.7 


T////////////////////////77\ 

Y7-////7//7-/7X 


Cleveland, Ohio 
Public  funds 

1930  46.5 

1931  57.8 


Private  funds 

1930  53.5  V/////////////////777\ 

1931  42.2  V//////////777771 
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U.  S.Oepartment:  of  Labor* 
Children’s  ^>ureau 


Percentage  pended  Por  Relief  and  for  Adminietrative 

Costs  1:^  Certain  Types  of  Agencies  during  l93o  and  1931 

General  public  — 23 departments  in  8 metropolitan  areas 
Mothers'  aid  — 8 departments  in  8 metropolitan  areas 
Family  welfare— 48  private  agencies  in  20 metropolitan  areas 


Relief 

1930 


0 20 
U-  i 1 — 


Per  cent 

40  60  80  100 

__i 1 I I I 1 1 


General  public  90.0 
Mothers'  aid  92.0 


Family  welFare  65.0 


1931 


General  public  92.5 
Mother^'aid  91.6 
Fami^  welfare  76.0 


Administrative 

Costs 

1330 

General  public  lOX)  jZiT/Zl 

Mothers'aid  8.0  

Family  welfare 35.0  ^///////////////Z/A 


1931 

General  public  7.5  V//A 

Mothers*  aid  6.4 

Family  welfare 24.0  V///////////A 
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Table  3* — Amounts  expended  for  family  relief  and  Its  administration  by  4-S  private  agencies  In 
20  metropolitan  areae  during  1930  and  1931,  and  percentage  change 


Metropolitan  area  and 
type  of  expenditure 


Number 

of 

agencies 


Amounts  expended 


19  3 0 


19  3 1 


Per  cent  of 
Increase  (4-) 
or  decrease  (-) 


Total  - 20  areae 
Relief 

Administration 


Bridgeport,  Conn. 
Relief 

Administration 

Buffalo,  H.  T. 
Relief 

Administration 

Cleveland,  Ohio 
Relief 

Admlnlstratl on 

Columbus,  Ohio 
Relief 

Administration 

Dayton,  Ohio 
Relief 

Administration 

Denver,  Colo. 

Relief 

Administration 

Des  Moines,  Iowa 
Relief 

Administration 

Duluth,  Minn. 

Relief 

Administration 

Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
Relief 

Administration 

Hartford,  Conn. 
Relief 

Administration 

Lancaster,  Pa. 
Relief 

Administration 

Louisville,  Ey. 
Relief 

Administration 

Hew  Haven,  Conn. 
Relief 

Administration 

Hew  Orleans,  La. 
Relief 

Administration 

Omaha,  Hebr. 

Relief 

Administration 

The  Oranges,  N.  J. 
Relief 

Administration 

Richmond,  Va. 

Relief 

Administration 

Sharon,  Pa. 

Relief 

Administration 

Sioux  City,  Iowa 
Relief 

Administration 

Springfield,  111. 
Relief 

Administration 


4S 


<3.190.171 
2, of 3, 364 
1,116,S67 


397.810 
253 i 015 

144,797 

1.646.094 

1,129,546 

516,54s 

12416 

18,729 

13,487 

47 . 104 

31779I 

15.306 

114.034 

75,205 

38,831 

79.445 

52,s5o 

26,615 

62.639 


39T736 

22,903 


205.376 

127,662 

77,714 

97.949 

597707 

38,242 

36.370 

22,893 

13,477 

8S.7.86 

35,105 

50,683 

m 

24,074 

111.921 

45.956 

29 . 508 
20,006 
9,502 

20.992 

11,054 

9,938 

25.605 

12,506 

13,099 


<5.839.911 

m 

5.799 
491 . 634 
137,609 

3.706.119 


■ni: 


905 


0.121 

12,221 

48.470 

Jo^ 

17,704 

115.731 

77,594 

38,137 

mm 

29 , 206 

68.576 


457^ 

23,480 


44.40' 

27tK 

17,062 


24.010 

8.452 

109.100 

88,872 

20,228 

317.050 

230,282 

86,768 

165.525 

119.695 

45.830 

^6.09  6 
227635 
14.064 

137.668 

80,b38 

56,970 

165455 

ils,6i4 

46,941 

145.876 

■5it777 

53.103 

22.830 

13,300 

9.530 


■25.16 

9,91 

15,251 


3.5.059 

18^ 

16,980 


4-83.1 

4113! 5 

4-25.7 


4-1' 

+?i 


.0 

4-3.0 


¥ 

5.0 


4-125.1 

4-161.8 

■445.0 

-9.4 

■42.9 

-3.2 

4-15.7 

±1^ 

-1.8 

4-60.1 

4-9.7 


■413 
+2.5 

-23.3 

-40.1 

4-144.9 

4-188.2 

+47.4 
454.4 


4-80.4 

4-11.7 

+69.0 

4-100.5 

4-19.8 

-0.8 


4-4.4 

4-60.5 

■H29.9 

■412.4 

+113.5 

4-121.8 

+95-0 

4-15.6 

-22.6 

-33.5 

+0.3 

+19.9 

=Iott 

+53.5 

4-29.6 


tratlve  expenditures  of  putllo  and  private  agen- 
cies In  different  areas. 

Where  the  emphasis  was  upon  the  continued 
handling  of  most  of  the  relief  work  hy  puhlio  agen- 
cies, as  in  Buffalo,  the  increase  in  1931  occurred 
mainly  in  the  expenditures  of  general  public  de- 
partments. 

In  Cleveland,  Lancaster,  Louisville,  and  the 
Oranges  the  relatively  large  increases  in  the  ex- 
penditures of  private  agencies  were  due  largely  to 
the  use  of  their  staff  and  administrative  set-up 
for  the  handling  of  relief  grants  from  public 
f-unds. 

In  most  localities  both  publlo  and  private  a- 
gencies  increased  their  expenditures  noticeably  in 
1931 • In  certain  places,  however,  the  full  effect 
of  unemployment  conditions  upon  the  relief  needs 
of  the  community  had  not  been  felt  in  193I,and  the 
changes  in  expenditures  reported  by  the  various 
agencies  were  relatively  slight  in  comparison  with 
those  of  similar  agencies  in  other  communities. 

The  relative  tendency  toward  rapid  increase 
in  the  amounts  expended  by  relief-giving  agencies 
for  relief  grants  and  for  administration  varied 
widely.  Very  little  administrative  service  was 
provided  formerly  in  connection  with  the  relief 
work  of  publlo  departments  in  several  areas,  and 
recognition  of  the  importance  of  such  service  in 
handling  the  greatly  augmented  relief  funds  of  1931 
brought  certain  rapid  increases  in  administrative 
expenditures.  However,  as  previously  noted,  the 
upward  trend  in  1931  in  most  areas  was  much  more 
marked  in  relief  grants  than  in  administrative 
costs . 

Financing  from 

Kiblic  and  Private  Funds 

All  .Important  relief-giving  agencies  in  the 
Buffalo,  Cleveland,  Dayton,  and  Louisville  areas 
forwarded  ainnual  reports  on  income  and  expendi- 
tures in  1930  nnd  in  1931- 

As  is  shown  in  the  accompanying  chart,  the 
proportion  received  from  public  and  private  funds 
varied  widely  in  the  four  areas,  but  there  was  a 
definite  increase  in  each  area  in  1931  lii  *1^®  ^®1" 
attre  amount  of  public  financing  of  direct  and 
work  relief. 

Biiffeilo  met  6k  per  cent  of  its  relief  oosts 


from  the  public  treasury  in  1930;  S9  per  cent  in 
1931*  Louisville  increased  its  proportion  from 
public  funds  from  49  per  cent  in  1930  to  64  per 
cent  in  1931-  In.  1930  Dayton  financed  36  per  cent 
of  its  relief  expenditxires  from  public  funds;  in 
1931 > 70  per  cent.  Public  funds  in  Cleveland  pro- 
vided 47  per  cent  of  the  total  cost  in  1930  and  59 
per  cent  in  1931- 

In  Buffalo  all  relief  from  publlo  funds  is 
under  public  administration.  Dayton  has  a joint 
publlo  and  private  administrative  agency.  Cleve- 
land eind  Louisville  handle  certain  forms  of  public 
relief  through  publlo  agencies  while  other  forms 
are  administered  by  private  eigencies. 

COUMITTEE  NEWS 

An  all-day  meeting  of  the  bureau's  special 
committee  on  child-welfare  statistics  was  held  in 
Washington,  August  29.  The  chairman,  Katharine  F. 
Lenroot,  presided  and  the  following  members  of  the 
committee  and  of  the  bureau  staff  were  in  attend- 
ance: Uary  Irene  Atkinson,  Raymond  Clapp,  Dr. 
Neva  Deardorff,  Emil  Frankel,  Emma  0.  Lundberg, 
Mary  Ruth  Colby,  Kathryn  D. Goodwin,  Agnes  K. Hanna, 
Alice  Scott  Nutt,  Glenn  Steele,  Dr.  Elizabeth  C. 
Tandy,  Dr.  Emma  A.  Winslow,  and  Martha  Wood. 

The  committee  discussed  in  detail  various 
problems  arising  in  the  collection  and  analysis  of 
child-welfare  statistics.  It  was  agreed  that  it 
was  highly  Important  that  there  be  as  much  uniform- 
ity as  possible  in  items  in  monthly  and  annual  re- 
ports requested  of  an  agency  for  local.  State  or 
national  use. 

An  experimental  project  in  the  use  of  the  same 
schedule  for  different  types  of  reports  is  to  be 
undertaken  in  Cleveland  in  cooperation  with  the 
Cleveland  Welfare  Federation  and  the  Ohio  State  De- 
partment of  Public  Welfare.  Similar  projects  will 
be  developed  in  other  areas  cooperating  in  the 
registration  of  social  statistics. 

Arrangements  have  been  made  for  Kathryn  D. 
Goodwin  of  the  field  staff  of  the  Social  Statis- 
tics Unit  to  devote  a considerable  proportion  of 
her  time  to  Intensive  work  in  securing  improved 
reporting  by  child-oaring  agencies  in  the  regis- 
tration areas  and  a closer  coordination  between 
the  bureau's  plan  of  reports  and  those  in  use  by 
State  welfare  departments. 
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